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the forms dcfendit vim et iniuriam, quando etc., and ideo venit, hide
iuratus; the exemplification of that part of Domesday Book which re-
lates to Nottingham is given in facsimile, and serves to check the printed
text with its Snotingham, scire, rendered ' Snotingham, to wit,' and some
other bad mistakes. To be corrected also are p. 18, fideliorum for
fidelium; p. 20, tentato for tento ; p. 78, dignitatum for dignitatem:
p. 96, scissor is rendered ' carver;' p. 167, ' Clarke of the Markett infra
Virgam' is translated 'under the wand.' The explanation of a cant
window (p. 386), ' cant=jutting, inclining, or corner,' is not satisfactory.
The ' New English Dictionary' definition is required here, as also in
many places where no note is supplied, e.g. to the word edige (p. 264)
and shop-bulk, •passim. These, with a number of other rare words, are
absent from the glossary. Some of the words explained in footnotes
deserve indexing in the glossary, which is largely taken up with explana-
tions derived either from Mr." Stevenson's earlier volumes, which pur-
chasers of this volume will already possess, or from untrustworthy
sources. The system on which the notes are made seems somewhat
lacking in judgment. Every fragmentary Latin phrase is translated, but
such a phrase as the ' Clause of Easter' stands unexplained. Notes that
would elucidate the text have been too rigorously eschewed, while others
of no value are admitted. Thus coram Willelmo, Marchionc Newcastle,
elicits a note on the Latin equivalent for the word Newcastle. Where
letters are signed by great officers the signatures should be explained.
One J. B. Manchester signs a privy council letter. Presumably this
is Henry Montagu, earl of Manchester, and lord president, and the
initials have been misread. Peers jostle burgesses in the index; ' E.
Dorset' and ' Marlborough ' are well-known persons and should not be
indexed under these forms. It would seem that the editor has not had a
sufficiently good library at hand for constant reference. Within the range
offered by the records themselves it is, however, abundantly clear that
the editor's part has been accomplished with great zeal and industry. I t
should be added that Colonel Hutchinson's orders to the Nottingham
garrison are given in an appendix, and the text appears to be the best we
have. The penalties are much heavier than those printed in Mr. Firth's
edition of the Hutchinson memoirs. MAEY BATESON.
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MB. H. W. C. DAVIS has the advantage of writing upon a college
which is at once one of the most ancient, if not the most ancient in Oxford,

o 2

 at Sim
on Fraser U

niversity on June 9, 2015
http://ehr.oxfordjournals.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://ehr.oxfordjournals.org/


196 REVIEWS OF BOOKS Jan.

a college whose later history abounded in curiosities and oddities, and
which has been of late years intellectually the most distinguished in the
place. And Mr. Davis has made the most of his opportunities; he has
made a thorough study of his college documents and given us a careful and
most interesting volume, and, though he has had learned predecessors,
much that he tells us is new. Very occasionally we find him tripping
in minor medieval matters. ' This was the character of such colleges as
the Mendicant Order founded in Paris, and would have liked to found in
Oxford.' But the Mendicants did found colleges in Oxford—exactly like
the Mendicant colleges at Paris. It is too much to say that primitive
Balliol was ' directed by the Franciscan Order:' the simple fact is that
one of the two external proctors was to be a friar. I doubt very much
whether the bishop of Durham applied the scourge to John de Balliol
' with no gentle hand.' The flagellation was probably little more than
symbolic; at all events there is no authority for this rhetorical detail.
And to call that worthy a ' stout old obscurantist' is surely a quite
anachronistic way of talking. When Mr. Davis speaks of Bishop
Sutton's successors construing his confirmation of the statutes ' as
implying a right on their part to visit the college when they pleased,'
he seems to forget that iurc ordinario the bishop was the visitor of all
ecclesiastical foundations in his diocese in the absence of special privilege
or dispensation, such as only the pope could give. It is certainly not
accurate to say that ' Balliol, as Dervorguilla had left it, was a society
entirely of undergraduates.' The scholars might certainly be bachelors
or licentiates in arts. I regret that I have perhaps suggested, if not
stated, the same thing by a slip in my own few pages upon Balliol in
my ' Universities of the Middle Ages.' Mr. Davis still makes the great
John Wycliffe a member of Queen's, though it is certain that one John
Wycliffe of Queen's could not have been identical with the reformer, and
John Wycliffes should not be multiplied fraeter necessitatem. On the
other hand it is scarcely fair in support of the identification of the
Merton Wycliffe with the reformer and master of Balliol to say,' He
eould hold Mayfield and Fillingham together,' since we have Wycliffe
mentioned as holding Fillingham in a document in which it was in-
cumbent upon him to mention all his benefices. It is not quite true to
say tha t ' Bishop Fox was the first to enact that every scholar must have
a tutor,' since Wykeham enacted the thing, if not the name. These are
merest trifles, but they show how hard it is even for so scholarly a writer
as Mr. Davis to live himself back into the middle ages and particularly
into the medieval university.

Few non-Balliol men will be able to accept without qualification
Mr. Davis's somewhat transcendental view of ' Modern Balliol,' and will
be disposed to attribute the undoubted and of late years unapproached
success of Balliol men in academical competitions and in after life
rather to the fact that, owing to its being the first college to open the bulk
of its scholarships to general competition, it has enjoyed the pick of the
schools than to the exceptional virtues of a supposed ' Balliol system.'
The use of such a phrase is really hardly just to the succession of great
teachers which modem Balliol has enjoyed. But Mr. Davis's account of
the evolution of a college whose members were wont ' by perpetual
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bubbing to add art to their natural stupidity to make themselves perfect
sots' into a position of intellectual primacy among Oxford colleges is
well done and full of interest.

Mr. Wilson relates the history of a college which in a sense has played
a larger part in English history than any other foundation in Oxford.
Indeed, James II's attempt to introduce his popish president and the
resistance with which he met is the one incident which reveals to the
reader of ordinary English histories the fact that such institutions as
colleges exist. It is singularly characteristic of the genius of English
history that so large a part in our ' glorious revolution' should have
been played by so conservative a representative of so conservative an
institution. Fortunately the materials for a full and accurate account
of this interesting episode are abundant, and Mr. Wilson has used them
well. His account of the affair will probably be regarded as the classical
account of the matter. And this is not the only point in which Mr.
Wilson's history of Magdalen will be of use to the general historian. His
account of the Reformation changes in Oxford is peculiarly careful and
minute, and frequently corrects the loose statements of Wood. Altogether
the volume is worthy of Mr. Wilson's high reputation as a scholar and
an antiquary.

The constitution and traditions of Christ Church have made its
fortunes to a unique degree dependent upon the ability and character of
its head. Mr. Thompson has therefore naturally given great prominence
to the lives of the deans, and an interesting and impressive portrait
gallery they make in his skilful and discriminating hands. The records
of the college contain much which throws light on the history of academic
manners, and it is scarcely possible that a more judicious selection of the
really interesting facts should have been made. There is no volume in
the series which would be better worth reading from the point of view
of one not specially interested in this particular foundation. Though Mr.
Thompson's picture is not without shadow it is just possible that an
external critic might have made the rosy tints just a trifle less rosy. Heie
certainly not over-laudatory in his brief notice of one of Christ Church's
littlest deans, Dr. Smith; but we miss the story which earned him the
sobriquet of' Presence of Mind ' Smith.

Mr. Hardy's task as the historian of Jesus College was not a very
exciting one, though the origines of the foundation are curious. Many
readers will be surprised to learn that the connexion with Wales is no part
of the original legal constitution of the college. The very early and spon-
taneous development of the college into the college for the Principality
first received a legal sanction (if indeed it was legal) from an indenture
between the college and its second founder, Sir Leoline Jenkins, in 1686.
Since so much light has been thrown upon the medieval grammar schools
(a few of which Edward VI refounded) by Mr. Leach and others it is
rather misleading to talk of the ' great- stimulus . . . given to education
by the foundation of grammar schools under Edward V I ; ' and a serious
historian like Mr. Hardy should not let himself speak of a prebendary
as a prebend, though the inaccuracy has perhaps some authority in common-
usage : the prebend is, of course, the name of the office, or rather of its
endowment. Mr. Hardy's book is not less thorough or learned than other
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works of the series, and he has done his best to interest himself and his
readers in the careers of Welsh divines.

Mr. Macleane's learned and elaborate ' History of Pembroke College,'
published by the Oxford Historical Society, has been so recently noticed
in this Keview that it will be hardly necessary to say much of his present
work, which is necessarily for the most part a reproduction of the same
material, though the author has endeavoured ' to avoid making it a mere
compendium of the other' and larger work. H. RASHDALL.

The portion of Dr. H. F. Helmolt's great Wcltgeschichte (Leipzig :
Verlag des Bibliographischen Instituts, 1899) which we have now before
us (iii. Band, 1. Heft) consists of two treatises—that of Dr. Hugo Winckler
on ' Das alte Westasien ' and that of Dr. Heinrich Schurtz on ' Westasien
im Zeichen des Islams.' In some ways this part of the ' Weltgeschichte '
especially the work of Dr. "Winckler, suffers less than those comprised in
volumes i. and iv. from the peculiar method and order adopted by the
editor, since the early history of Western Asia, if we do not reckon in
the coast lands, is bound to have a treatise to itself, and there is not
much danger of any overlapping of the tasks assigned to different con-
tributors. The Graeco-Persian war and the early history of Carthage
have already been treated of in another volume, but in this one they are
regarded from another point of view. Dr. Winckler's ' History of
Western Asia in Ancient Times ' is in thirteen main divisions. He takes
up in succession Babylon, the struggle between Babylon and Assyria,
the civilisation of Babylon, Assyria, the Neo-Babylonian (Chaldaean)
empire, Elam, Syria, Armenia, Medes and Persians, Phoenicia, Car-
thage, Israel, and prae-Islamite Arabia. In discussing ethnic affinities
and the elements of the various strata of civilisation, Dr. Winckler is
generally very cautious, though perhaps this is hardly the case with his
generalisations as to the beginnings of Judah and Israel. The story is
told from the monuments, with very little reference to modern writers.
It is generally the results, not the processes, of historical investigation
that are put before us. The illustrations are well done. Dr. Schurtz,
who writes on Arabia and Islam, has, it will be remembered, contributed
to volume iv. the chapters on North Africa and on Spain. He gives a
sketch of Arabia just before Mohammed, an account of the life and work
of the Prophet, and a history of the caliphate and of the chief races and
conquerors belonging to Islam, ending with a brief description of
Western Asia at the present time. A. G.

M. J. A. Brutails, the author of numerous monographs on the medieval
antiquities of south-western France, has collected, in a volume entitled
L'Archiologie du Moyen Age et ses M&thodes (Paris: Picard, 1900), a
number of essays on archaeological methods. They contain much sound
doctrine, for the writer is not only well versed in his subject but is also
fully conscious of that common failing of archteologists which M. Duchesne
has recently well described as 'never being at a loss for an explanation.'
The first part, which deals with the origin of local styles and the exchange
of influences, may be specially commended to the general reader. It is
followed by a criticism on the various theories of the origin of French
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